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ABSTRACT 



- Introducbion i puTTDooe of the study was to assess the 

attitudes of high school students toward travel away from 
their home schools* The study was divided Into two major 
divisions. The objective of the first division was to 
determine the number of students that actually timveled 
away from their home schools for vocational training , 
Suminary data collected from the Office of the Washington 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction and telephone 
Interviews with school officials provided the prlmaiy sources 
of data for this component of the study. The objective of 
the second division ms to identify those factors that 
infruence students' decisions to tmvel or not to travel away 
from their home-schools. The priimry sources of data for 
this component were generated fromi 

1 , questionnaires surveying the opinions of three 
relevant target groups (adults, traveling students, 
and non-^travellng students). 

2, a follow-up study of the Washington State ISD 112 
Skill Center Feasibility Study, 

3, conclusionn drawn from a study concerning decreasing 
enrollments sponsored by the Mllwaukie Skill Center 
in Portland, Oregon. 

4, unstructured telephone and personal interviews with 
out--of-^state administrators of vocational skill center 
operations , 

General Findings i Prom the totality of data collected in this 
study, the investigator provide documentation thati 

1 t most students were willing to travel away from their 
home schools for vocational training, but few actually 
traveled i 

2, both encouraging and dlseouraglng factors exist that 
influence a student's decision to travel or not to 

r travel for vocational training, 

3, the most Important discouraging factor was the lack 
of knowledge and awareness of the courses that are 
offered away from the home school. 

more students would have traveled if they could have 
related their future occupational goals to vora,tlonal 
courses offered away from their home schools. 

5, career counseling and recruitment efforts are 
Important encouraging factors in Influencing student 
decisions to travel. 
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6g students would prefer traveling to a vocational 
training institution other than a neighboring 
high school. 

7* the keys to successful skill center operations 
include (not ranked in order of importance)! 

A, maintaining a good program reputation , 
ThLm inaludes high quality instructors, 
high program standards , an action-^oriented 
curriculum p good placement opportunities 
(either on the job or to advance training 
programs), and the recruitment of only those 
students who can profit from the training . 

Bi establishing a good communication network . 
This will insure student awareness , spark 
student interest I and satisfy community and 
industry expectations , 

C. insuring the strong commitment of the 
participating districts ^ Commitment is 
manifested by cooperative efforts to solve 
problems, actively encourage student parti- 
cipation « and allocate sufficient resources, 

D, choosing a good location . Ihe center should 

be located near the population center to Insure 
sufficient numbers of traveling students. 



CHAPTER 1 
INTRODUCTION 



FuCTose of the Study 

The State of Washington has officially declared a public 
policy to promote the development of vocational skill centers 
for high school students on a cooperative basis. Since 1968 
the State of WaBhington has encouraged school districts to 
join in an effort to expand the scope of their vocational 
offerings* The cooperative ventures, called Interdistrict 
cooperatives, have demonstrated va^ing degrees of success 
during the last five years. A trend, first of rapid 
development then decreasing Involvement p has become apparent* 
The decrease in the number of cooperatives in operation 
during recent years (197^^1976) comes at a time when the 
State is encouraging cooperative skill center development . 

Some vocational ^ucators involved in now defunct inter- 
district cooperative ventures have Indicated that the primaxy 
reason the cooperative experienced difficulties was due to 
the fact that very few students were willing to travel. 
However, there is no evidence to support the contention 
that students are unwilling to travel. In fact, there are 
many examples of successful cooperative ventures in and around 
the United States. A research study sponsored by the Commission 
for Vocational Education was ^mnted to document the degree 
of student travel. This information will be used to help 
districts decide whether or not to Invest monies in a skill 
center operation. Obviously ^ if students from the outlying 
areas are reluctant to travel to a oentimliBed facility, 
a great deal of time and money wilx be underutilised. Prior 
to this study, no empirical evidence was available to aid 
In the decision^making process for the State of Washington * 

Some dlstrj cts may decide not to participate in cooperative 
skill centers because they fear that their students will no^^ 
travel. However, even if very few students will travel to 
rival, high schools for vocational classes, this does not ^ 
necessarily indicate they v/ill be equally reluctant to travel 
to a separately identified vocational skill center. Unfor- 
tunately, a review of the literature provides little empirical 
evidence to support either contention. Hence, there is a 
need for this research study. 

If vocational educators had confidence that they knew why 
students were willing or unwilling to travel , perhaps inter-- 
vention techniques could be employed that would result in 
increasing the numbers of students who would travel, Thlm 
concept serves as the basis for objective number two, Again g 



prior to this study, there was virtually no empirical evidence 
that identified those factora that influence a student's 
willingness or reluctance to travel. If these factors were 
known t educators otuM then work to remediate problems and 
reinforce favorable factora and conditions. ITiis study 
provides relevant data regarding the above issues , 

Objectives 

This study is entitled, "Assessing High School Vocational 
Students' Attitudes Tovra^ri. Tm.vel Away FrOin Their Home 
Schools," nie objectives of the study are toi 

1 , identify the actual number of high school students 
who travel away from their home schools to take 
advantage of vocational courses not offered in their 
home sg1\oo1s, 

2, identify those factors that influence a high school 
student's decision to travel or not to travel to take 
advantage of vocational courses not offered at the 
home school. 

Limitations of the Study 

1, The results of the study are not based on a probability 
sample I 

A. Due to iogLstical liTatcntlons the respondents 
were not pick^ randomly. 

Bi The investigator is not confident +hat all traveling 

and all relevant non-traveling students were identified 

G, The investigator is not confident that all the 
non ^traveling students that were sampled were 
knowledgeable , 

2* The researcher cannot be confident that every possible 

factor that significantly influences a student's decision 
to travel has been identified. 

3, The effects of the parents and the home environment on 
the student's decision to travel are not known* This 
study was limited to the students' perceptions of their 
parents' feelings towards their travel. 

The researcher cannot be confident that the students 
perceived the questions the way in vrtiich the researcher 
intend^ . 



Methodology 

The^study was divided into two major con^onents or objectives. 

Objective #l i Identify the actual number of high school 
students that tmvel amy from their home 
schools to take advantage of vocational 
courses not offered in their homeachools* 

An assessment of actual student travel consisted of collecting 
summaiy data from the Office of the Washington State Superintendent 
of Public Instniction. Tne 1973-197^ school year m.B established 
as the base year for determining the actual number of traveling 
students. The sample was further stratified to include only 
those districts that cooperated for at least three years* ^e 
purpose of such stratification was to reduce variability byi 

1. surveying well-established oooperatives . (They were 
deemed to be more relevant informants). 

2. surveying a larger sample size, (Several cooperatives 
have ceased operation since 197^) • 

The analysis attempted to establish i 

1 . how many full-time students traveled per district 
during the 1973-197^ base year* 

2. what kind of training stations away from the home 
school were attended during the 1975^1976 school » 
y^r (another high school, a community college, 

a vocational=technlcal institute, or a private 
vocational training school)* Ihls verified by 
written I telephone, or personal communication. 

Objective #2 i Identify those factors that influence a hi^ 
school student's decision to travel or not to 
travel to take advantage of vocational courses 
not, offered at /the home school. 

Methods used to gather data for objective #2 werei 

1. ' questionnaires surveying the opinions of selected 

target groups . 

2. a follow-up study of the ISD 112 Skill Center 
Feasibility Study. 

3. conclusions drawn from a study concerning decreaBlng 
enrollments sponsored by the Milwaukie Skill Center, 

4* unstructured telephone and personal interviews with 
oiit-oV^State administrators of vocational skill 
center operations, 

Qu es 1 1 o^ na ires 

Three target f^roupn wero idontlfled, T\wy are: 



l, = otudents now tmvolln^. 



2. studentD that decided not to timvel, 

3. vocational administrators, teachers, counselors, 
and other knowledgeable adult Informants. 

Prior to developing the final instrument, five students who 
travel and five knowledgeable, eligible students who do not 
travel were asked (first individually, then as a group) to 
critique the preliminary instrument. Specifically, their 
task was to 1 

1 . verify that all the relevant Inf oCTmits had 
been Identifi^i 

2. verify that all relevant factors were Identified t 

3. identify any Irrelevant infomaiits or factors # 

verify the degree or extent that students under- 
stood the questions. 

Several adults also critiqued the Instruments on the same 
grounds, Ihe adults Included three vocational instructors 
of traveling students 1 three social researchers, two 
statisticians, and three vocational directors. The results 
of the validation efforts were then us^ to formulate the 
research Instruments that were disseminated to the three 
target groups. 

Students from nine interdistrict cooperatives representing 
44 school districts were surveyed. All of the nine 
cooperatives sampled had experience with traveling high 
school vocational students. The vocational directors in each 
of the sample districts help^ to Idatttfy relemnt Informants 
and to disseminate the instruments. { 

Virtually eveiy known interdistrict cooperative in the State 
of Washington that presently has traveling students was sampled. 
Two student target groups were identified. More specifically, 
they were I 

1 . those students who travel away from the home school 
for vocational classes. 

2. those knowledgeable students who were encouraged to 
travel but for some reason did not. 

Logistic limitations determined the number of students In 
each target group that were sampled. In several Instances 
this was virtually a 10^ saiT5)le for traveling students. The 
total number of traveling students who responded to the 
questionnaire was 264, Identifying and surveying those students 
that were encouraged to travel but for some reason did not 
travel was more difficult as is reflects by the 

^ 4 - 
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small^^r number (I69) of non-traveling student respondents 
to the survey. (See Table l). 

Vocational admlnlatrators , counselors, teachers, and other 
knowledgeable adult Infonmnts ware also surveyed in an attempt 
to identify those factors and conditions that influence a 
student's willingness to travel. Virtually every vocational 
director in the State who had first-hand experience with^ 
traveling students was surveyed, lliese vocational directors 
then identified other relevant adult Infonmnts such as 
vocational counselors, administrators, and teachers. Also 
Included m this sample were knowledgeable Informants (known 
to the researcher) who had first-hand experience with traveling 
students. Vocational directors of now defunct cooperatives 
are examples of such informants. A total of 126 vocational 
adminlstmtors, counselors, teachers, and other knowledgeable 
adults responded to the survey. (See T&blo 1), 



TABLE I 
R^ORT OF TOTAL RKPONSE 



RESPONDS T GROUPS 


NUKBER OF RETORN© 


QUHSTIONNAIRES 


Traveling Studente 




Non-Ttaveling Students 


169 


Knowledgeable Adults 


126 



Follow^Up Study of ISP 112 Skill Oent ^r Faaslbility Study 
A follow-up study of the ISD 112 Skill Center FeaBlbili:by 
Study, "A Regional Occupational Needs and Program Assessments 
Study for Intermediate School District 112," (August, 1^) 
was conducted. The purpose of the follow-up study was to 
test the conclusion stating that 87.6^ of the students would 
travel if they were Interested In the course. A telephone 
interview was conducted to identify what couraes were offered 
and how many eligible students Indicated an Interest In the 
course. This information was compared to the number that 
actually traveled. 

Interviews of Mi lwaukie Skill Center Staff and Findings 
of the Hilvmukia Skill Center Study 

On-site Interviews with teachers, counselors and admlnlstratorE 
coupled with two telephone interviews with the assistant 
principal at' the center aided the researcher In Identifying 

= 5 - 



relevant, influencing factors ani 
Also, the results of a study spo 




Center regaining decreasing enrollments provided supportive 
evidence. The study was conducted to deteiTTilne the causes < 
decreased enrollments in the Owen 0. SaMn Occupational Ski. 
Genter in Milmukie, Oregon. A random sample of Clackamas 
High School students were Interviewed. Dr, Marshall Herron 
of the Northwest Begional Education Laborato^, Portland, 
Oregon, structure the techniques for interviewing North 
Clackamas High School Students (1975) • 



Interviews of Out-^-State Vocational Mucators 
.Unstructured telephone and personal interviews were conducted 
with the following persons s 

1. Weldon Griffttyt Skyline Skill Center, Dallas, 



2, Joe GenSlracusa, San Jose Skill Center, San Jose, 
tollfomia (telephone) 

3. John Provence, Oklahoma City Skill Genter, Okalhoma 
City, Oklahoma (telephone) 

4. Jewitt White, Gary Area Vocational School, Gary, 
Indiana (telephone 

5, Bon Clendennan, San Jose Skill Center, San Jose, 
California (personal) 

6. Bob Tone, Milwaukie High School , Milwaukie, Oregon 
(personal) . 

7, Jean Mackle, Milwaukie High School, Milwaukie, Oregon 
(personal) 

8. Russ Boberts, Owen 0, Sabin Occupational Skills 
Center, Milwaukie, Oregon (personal and telephone) 

9, Paul Bennlnghoff , Benson Polytechnic High School, 



Texas 



(telephone) 



Portland, Oregon (personal) 
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CHAPTER 2' 
REVIEW OF THE LIllIRATOHE 



Once the need for vocational education in the public schools- 
vias establish^ p there remained the problem of insuring 
that vocational education would be available to all school 
children In Amerinai This was a problem for naral school 
diGtricts with their low enrollments and low financial teses 
(MeaderSi I968), The magnitude uf this problem is realised 
when one learns that 2/3 of our high schools are in rTira.1 
areasi that of all the four year high schools in the comnt^ = 
^2$ enroll fewer than 200 students j and that 20^ of all youths 
In high school are in sm^ll schools (Oliver, 1964). In 
answer to this problem, scores of articles were published 
by leaders in vocational ^ucation who advocate area vocational 
centers* (Eddy, 1963l law, 196^1 Russo, 1965i Gorplan Associates , 
1966) s A central location would be selected and suMoundlng 
schools would send their students to this central location tc 
receive vocatioi training* The area vo^tional center 
would be a service orga.niM.tion--»that Is^ it would provide 
a need^ service (vocational training) to the sending schools* 
It ms in no way intended to threathen the sending school's 
existence. All academic subjects would be taught at the home 
schools (Headers, 1969)i Many such area vocational schools 
have been established in the cctuntiyi and mny more are in 
the planning stages. In some areas 1 a separate vocational 
school was not established 1 rather, existing schools would 
combine resources to Increase vocatlorml course offerings 
by cooperating in sharing facilities and financial burdens. 
In these instances sometimes all vocational courses were 
offered at one of the cooperating schools, and sometimes 
vocational courses were offered at more than one of the 
participating schools. 

Area vocational schools and inter-dlstrict cooperative ventures 
are relatively new to the modern educational scene, ITie first 
reference made to area vocational schools, revealed by a review 
of the literature, was In 1963 ■ Because of their nemiess 
and because relatively few have been established, little 
has been pubHshed which emluates their success* However , 
a review of the literature yields some pertinent infoimtloni 
Area vocational schools seem to have a positive influence on 



*It is interesting to note that the concept of shared- 
time is not new, Tnomas Jefferson was opposed to the estab- 
lishment of a theological school in the University of Virginia, 
but he suggested that divinity schools should be established 
near-by so University students^ could take divinity courses 
If they so deBired, (Mltorial in The Commonweal , ftoy 22, 1964). 
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the improNfement and expansion of business and Indus tzy in 
the areas where they are located (MeaderSj 1967l Sanders and 
Dennis, 1971) • This is important to the success of vocational 
centers because a majority of graduates are placed in the 
immediate geographical vicinity (Uxer, 1967). Students who 
attend vocational centers seem to display positive attltudinal ^ 
changes tomrds education, and the public school drop-out 
rate often declines (Sanders and Dennis, 1971)* In Minnesota, 
researchers reports that during two year^ of operation of an 
area vocational center, there was an increase in the number 
of students going to college and post=secondary vocational 
schools. In one center, three times as many students attended 
near-by post secondary vocational-technical institutes after 
the vocational center was established* Of seniors employed 
upon graduation, 7^% had vocational tmining (Thomas and Smith, 
1971)* 

More specialised courses are offered in vocational centers 
and in inter-district co-operative ventures than are normally 
found in rural public schools (Edsall, 1970). Schools within 
the service area of vocational centers or cooperatives often 
experience an emergence of pre-'vocational programs (Sanders 
and Dennis, 1971). One research study liidlGat^ that the image 
of vocational education is higher among both staff and students 
in vocational centers than it is in public schools in general 
(Edsall, 1970). Ihus establishing and utlllilng vocational 
centers may in itself provide a partial solution to vocational 
education's low image problem.* 

People who have been involved with area vocational schools . 

or inter-district vocational cooperative ventures have identiflM 

what they believe to be Infiuencing factors determining the 

success or failure of vocational centers. More than one witer 

has cited the positive support of ^idance counselors, administrators, 

and boards of directors of the sending schools to be the most 

important Ingredient of success of an area vocational school or 



^There is evidence that the low image of vocational education 
is improving. In an Oklahoma study, the general public had a 
more favorable perception towari vocational education than the 
other educational program then in operation. In an Illinois 
peer study, even though area vocational students were perceived 
to have lower prestige than the college=bound students, the 
vocational students were said to be the most likely to succeed 
as adults (Pourchot, 1973) » A recent Washington State 
Vocational Advisory Committee study verified Oklahoma's findings. 
In a study in Missouri, students, professional school people, 
board members and parents all had favorable attitudes toward 
vocational education though the attitudes of professional 
school people "and parents were significantly more favorable 
than those of students and board members (Rice, 1969)» 
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an inter-district vocation^ cooperative (Meaders, 1969i ITioims 
and Smith, 1971 1 Wong, 1973 1 Robertson, 1972). One study 
indicated that there wiis a positive correlation between counselor' 
and admlnlstimtor's attitudes about vocational education and 
the perfonnance of their students in the vocational program 
(Gardner), A positive public relations program is essential 
to the success of an area vocational center or an inter-district 
cooperative (Thomas and Smith, 1971 i Wong, 1973? ^ice, 1969). 
This effort should be aimed at non- vocational faculty as well 
as the public at large, because better results have been obtain^ 
where academic teachers have contact with vocational teachers 
through meetings, field trips, and other exchanges (Sanders 
and Dennis, 1971)* The publlC'-relations progmm should be 
aimed at the entire area serviced by the lnter--distriGt 
cooperative or area vocational center* One successful method 
of ddssemlnating informtion about an area vocational center 
has been for counselors to visit parents of potential students 
in the parents- homes (Ihomas and Smith, 1971 )■ One researcher 
predicted that area vocational centers would experience more 
success if parents, students, professional school people, and 
boards of education were better Informed about the nature and 
puiposes of course offerings and the operational procedures of 
area vocational centers (Rice, 1969)i 

^Ifeny inherent problems have been identified in vocational 
centers or Inter^dlstrlct cooperatives (iwamoto, .196^1 Whitman, 
19661 Meaders, 1968; Wong, 1973i Inlowi 1966f Gole, I9671 
Meaders, I9691 Rice, 1972| Rice, 1969)* Scheduling and coordi= 
nating the program among participating schools has caused many 
problems. It is helpful i£ participating schools' calendars 
and class times are coordinated or if center scheduling can 
be fliexible (Rice, I969). Student records often have to be 
transferred from one location to another* Planning and 
operating student transportation creates many problems** 
Financial sharing has to be agreed upon. Some researchers 
feel that the sending schools will be more diligent in encouraging 
participation by their students if the financing is based on 
total student population rather than program population (^oms 
and Smith, 1971? Wong, 1^3). 

The literature does not yield much information re^rdlng 
non-administrative problems inherent In area vo^tlonal schools 
or interdistrict cooperatives* A few authors mention student 
detachment as a problem (Meaders, I9681 Meaders, 1969i Wongi 
1973) f and some emphasige the need for vocational guidance 



*Some participa^ ng schools in area pro-ams do not 
provide transportation for their students but instead leave 
the problem to parGnts and/or students (Wong, 19731 Rice, I969)- 
Rice concludes that enrollment at skill centers will Increase 
if the center provides' student transportation. 
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counselors both at the vocational center and in sending 
schools (Meaders, 1969 1 Meaders, 1968^ Schneider, I966). 

The seemingly obvious question of the willingness of students" 
to participate in area vocational centers or inter-dlstrlct 
cooperative programs is given little emphasis in the literature. 
Some evidence indicates that lack of participation Is a problem. 
A study completed in Minnesota reports that a disproportionate 
majority of students enrolled in a cooperative plan are from 
the receiving school (Thomas and Smith, 1971 )• One vocational 
center has a special needs program, but only the home high 
school has students Involved, and in that same area vocational 
center, follow-up Information on students enrolled Is available 
only from the receiving school students (ihomas and Smith , 
1971) # Only 15^ of the 97 area vocational secondary schools in 
Texas had 10 or more students enrolled from sending schools 
(Wongp 1973)* In a nation-wide study, more than 500 public 
schools reported participating in shared-time vocational 
programs. Total student participation was 26,000 students , 
and more than half of these students belonged to the receiving 
schools (Meaders, 1967)* A search of the -literature yielded 
only two exceptions to the problem of limits participation by 
sending sohoolss In one area center in Indiana, the sending 
schools send from 1^-35^ of their 11th and 12th graders (Meaders, 
1969)1 and in Minnesota, 5 ^ut of 6 outlying school districts 
had a center enrollment percentage higher than their base 
student population percentage (Thoms and Smith, 1971). It 
Is interesting to note, however, that in that same Minnesota 
center, if one considers only 11th and 12th graders, three 
times as many students enrolled for vocational courses at their 
home schools than they did in the vocational center. 

Distance traveled does not seem to be a factor influencing 
student vd.llin^ess to travel to an area vototional school 
or to an ijiter^distrlct cooperative (Thomas and Smith, 1971f 
Meaders, 19691 Meaders, I967)- Aside from this conclusion, 
the literature does not yield much pertinent information concernl 
the willingness of students to participate In area vocational 
programs^ One author recommends that more research be done 
on lack of student participatlon'-«partlcularly students of 
sending schools (Wong, 1973) « 

In summary , a review of the literature Indicates 1 

1. Very little empirical evidence has been collected 
to validate the opinions of the authors. The 
literature primarily consists of a conglomeration of 
experiential opinion by persons involved with 
vocational skill centers. 



2, Little has been written that evaluates the success 
of area vocational schools or Interdistriot co- 
operatives , 

3- Area vocational schools have experienced success 
in various geographic areas as measured "bys 

a, amount of student participation i 

b, positive attltudinal changes "by students 
towards education, 

Ci decline in drop-out rate. 

d. increasM employment of graduating seniors. 

e. Increased participation in post-secondary 
vocational training, ^ 

f . positive Influence on improvement and expansion 
of business and industry. 

4i The most important IngrMient of success is the 

positive support of guidance counselors, administrators 
and boards of directors of the sending schools, 

5. A positive public relations program is important to 
the success of the programs 

6g Problems associated \Ath area vocational schools 
have been identified ass 

a, a disproportionate share of partloipatlon 
from the host school s 

b, a reluctance by students to participate'^^ 
especially students from sending schools. 

c, scheduling and coordination difficulties among 
participating schools. 

d, planning and operation of student transportation. 

e, student feelings of detachment (lack of 
emotional ties to the vocational center or 
receiving (host) school). 

f, a need for increased vocational pildance, 

g, the second-rate status (low image) of vocational 
eduction in the eyes of the geneM.1 school 
popoulation. 

7. Distance traveled does not seem to be a factor 

determining whether or not a student will particlTpate 
in cooperative vocational programs away from his/her 
home school, 
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virtually no inf onnatlon exists to hlep the administrator 
detemine the expected enrollments from outlying schools. 
Vocational educators need an indication of the amount of student 
participation by sending schools in order to facilitate planning 
for vocational education centers and inter-dlstrlct cooperative 
ventures. This study has iseen Institute to help fulfill that 
need. 
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CHAPTER 3 



I PreBentatlon of the data_for OMec tive 

Table II Bumniarlzes the number of high school students 
(expressed as full time equivalents) that traveled amy 
from their home schools for vocational training during the 
1973=-197^ school year. 



TABI^ II 

SUi-n-^Y OF VOCATIONAL TBAVEL EXPRHSSm AS 
FULL ITME iqUIVALMIB (FTE) FOR NINE 
INTEEDlSraiCT OOOTMAnVES IN WASHINGTa^ STATO 

1973-197^ 

Data Taken From 1973-197^ Reports To The Superintendent 
Of Public Instruction p Olympla, Washington 



CO-OP. 
NUMBER 


DisraicT 


TOAVEL 
FI'jS 


COMMMIS 


1 


VANCOUVM 
GAMAS 

RIDGEFIELD 
HUDSON BAY 
WABHOUGAL 
WOODLAND 

Sub= Total 


5.7 
.9 

1.2 


1975-76 shows a dramatic increase. 
Approximately 109 students are 
currently traveling from three to 
23 miles to attend vocational 
classes offered at Clark Collega. 


2 


CMraAL VALLEY 
WKT VALUY 
EAST VALLEY 
DEER PATO 
mAB 

RIVBRSIDE 


1.2 

3.6 
4.68 


All of these students travel to 
take vocational classes at 
Spokane Oommunity Golle^ 




Sub-Total 


72.11 




3 


F^RNDALE 
MERIDIAN 
NOOKSAOC VALLEY 


16.38 
2,1^* 
2.4 


All students are currently traveling 
to the Belllngham Vocational 
Technical Inatltute, 




Sub= Total 


20.92 
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TABLE II (Cont.) 



CO-OP. 




TOAVEL 




NUMBER 


DISTOICT 




CO>nTOlB 




YAKIMA 




Presently 80^ of the students are 




HIGHLAND 




traveling to either a private trade 




WIST VALLEY 


18. W 


school or to Gontracted training 


- 


SELAH 


2.83 


programs off-campus. Approximately 




MuXEE 


1 i60 


20^ of the travel is between 




NACHE 




neighboring high schools. Currently 
there are approximately 40 FTEs 




^ub-- Total 


34.8 


traveling. 




KH^NEWTCK 

•4 V Til 1| ^ % 


1 ? 6 


j^-LGscii uxj iiiOis L. o uuCLen ls uravej^ lo 


5 


RICHLAND 
FINLEY 

KIONA-BMTON 

DU D— iO baX 


19. li^ 
1.36 
1.7 


institutions other than neighboring 
high schools. 




ABERDEEN 




Currently there are approximately 




HOQUIAM 


6.6 


20 PTEs traveling exclusively to 




ELM 


1.8 


neighboring hl^h schools* There 


o 


nONTESANO 


5.3 


is no community college option 








in this coopenLtlve. 




WISHKAH VALLEY 
















biib^ iotai 








RAYMOND 


12.7 


Approximately the same number are 


7 


sou™ BMD 


10.9 


-resently traveling exclusively to 
r.eighboring high schools for 




WILLAPA VALLEY 


25.5 


vocational classes * There is no 




Sub-- Total 


49.1 


community college option in this 
cor erative. 




LONG VIEW 








KEI50 






8 


KALAMA 
CASTLE ROCK 
WOODLAND 

Sub^ Total 


1.8 
1.3 

8.95 
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TABLE 11 (Cont.) 



GO- OP. 
NUMBER 


DISmCT 


TRAVEL 
FTES 






WAPATO 


1.8 


Presently this cooperative is 


9 


TOTPENISH 


5.8 


non-operational • Ttevel was 


ZILLAH 


6.6 


Mcluaively between neighboring 




GRANGER 


3.6 


high schools. There was no 
community college option in this 




Sub-" Total 


17,8 


cooperative. 


GRAND 


TOTAL RAVELING 






VOCATIONAL FUS 


232.8 





Table II, above , Indicates 1 

1, In all the high schools sampled, a small percentage 

of the total number of eligible students actually traveled. 

2, During the 1975-^1976 school year, most students traveled to 
community colleges or other off ^campus, private training 
centers rather than between neighboring high schools, 

3, The number of students traveling per district indicates 
that the host school (receiving school) may have a 
disproportionate share of student participation. 
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Presentation of Data for Objective #2i 



A follow-up study of the 1974^ ISD 112 Skill Center Feasibility 
Study I findings from a 1975 study sponsored by the Milwaukle 
Skill Center, personal and telephone interviews with out-of-- 
State vocational educators , and data collected from the survey 
questionnaires developed for this study were used to assess 
objective number 2* Objective number 2 attempts to identify 
those factors that influence eligible secondary students' 
decicions to travel or not bo travel away from their home 
schools to take advantage of vocational courses not offered 
at their home schools* 



ISD 112 Ski ll Ce nter Feasibility Study Findings 

This study incruded the question , "If the subject you 
indicated an Interest in were not available in your school > 
would you be willing to travel to another facility for part 
of the day to take those classes?" Eighty seven and six tenths 
percent of the 8917 respondents answered affirmatively. On 
the basis of this information, one might assume that students 
in ISD 112 would travel avmy from their home schools to take 
vocational courses providing the courses were ones in which 
students had indicated an interest. To assess this assumption p 
a follow-up study was conducted to detennlnei 

1, what vocational courses are being offered by the 
cooperative. 

2, how many students are traveling to take each course. 

The infoiTnation gathered and its comparison with the data in 
the ISD study is summariged in I^ble III below* 

TABLE III 

SUHMARY OF GERTAIN 1974 ISD 112 SKILL GMIER 
FEASIBILITY STUDY DATA AND THE 1976 FOLLOW-OT STUDY DATA 



COURSE OFFERED 


NUrffiER OF STODMIS INDICATING 
AN INTERET IN TM CaiRSE IN 
THE ISD SURVEY (197'^) 


TOTAL ACTOALLY 
TRAVELING TO 
TAKE TRE GOUME 
(1976) 


Cosmotolo®' 


k6 


12 


Logging 


101 


16 


Industrial Electronics 


20 


. 8 


TOTAIS 


167 


36 
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Eighty seven and six tenths percent of the 8917 students 
surveyed indicated they would travel to take classes they 
were interested in. Assuming student interest remined 
constant 8 Tkble III above shows that there is a large 
discrepency "between the number of students who say they will 
travel to take specific courses and those who actually do 
timvel . 



Undings of the Milwaukie Skill Center Study 

Th& conclusions resulting from this study's efforts to determine 
the cause of decreasing enrollments werei 

1. Students lack sufficient information about the 
Skill Center both in terms of program offerings and 
course content. Thim was identified as the most 
si^if leant factor affecting declining enrollments. 

2. Students are often unable to participate In Skill 
Center courses because th^ conflict with extra 
currlcular activities and/or scholastic requirements * 

3. Students feel instructor sometimes have practical 
knowledge but are poor teachers. 

4i Students believe a competency exam should be established 
to allow for advanced placement within the Skill Center. 

5* Students resent inconsistencies in administrative 

policies between the Skill Center and their home schools. 



Findings of the Personal and Telephone Interviews With 
Out"Of --State Vocational Educators 

Ihree factors or "kays to success" were identified by all 
nine informants* Tnese ares 

li the reputation of the program g 
2» placement opportunities, 

3i a close working relationship with the business community. 

Program Reputations 

Program reputation appeared to be the most critical success 
determiner. The key factors that influenced prog^m 
reputation were identified ass 
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Instructional program 



The program must te similar to the actual world 
= ....... Horkj i.e. I it must be t^ly vocational not 

"hobby" or avocationally oriented, 

The program must be action oriented with "hands-on" 
(laboratory) type instnactionp not the traditional 
classroom orientation, 

2 * High fiuality instructors 

The Instructors must be dedicated to serving 
Individual student needs. 

The instructors must be experts with work experience 
in the occupational field for which they are training 
students. 



Placement Opportunities: 

Both students and the public must be satisfied that either 
jobs or advanced training opportunities actually exist. 
Placement opportunities are related to the reputation of 
the program. It was also agreed that advanced level 
placement according to student competency is highly 
desireable* 



Business and Industry Relationships i 

The business community provides support and keeps the 
programs oriented to the world of work. 



Other Findings I 

1 i The importance of good guidance counseling was 

also repeatedly identified in relation to recruitment. 
Data collected from personal interviews ^d research 
studies that were conducted at the Mllwaukie Skill 
Canter indicated that the reputation of the program 
as perceived by the student is more Important than 
any other recruitment factor, 

2, The Santa Clara studies of students attending the 
San Jose Skill Center in San Josep Calif omia have 
amaas^ a great deal of evidence that indicates 
students do not like the bus ride to the Center, 
However, in spite of complaints about the bus 
ride, many high school students are willing to 
travel to the Center for vocational training. 
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Questionnaire Findljigs (See Appendices B, Gi & D) 

The folloKlng dlsQusslon is based on the data collected from 
three groups of respondents s 

1. Group #1 - Non-^ Traveling Students (N ^ I69) 

2. Group #2 ^ Ttevellne Students (N - 264) 

3. Group #3 ^ Knowledgeable Adult Informants (N ^ 126) 

Reluctance To l^veli Tables IV, VI, and VII below suminarise 

the data collected to assess the reluctance 
or vdllingness or students to travels 



TABU IV 

PEflCENTAGE OF RESPONSEB TO QUEnON #6, ^ GROUPS 1, 2p AND 3: 
ARE STmmiB REmCTMT TO TRAVEL? 



RKPONDENTS 




% NO 


% UNDECIDED 


% NO RESPONSE 


Non-Traveling Students 


23.1 


52.7 


21.9 


2.4 


Traveling Students 


21.0 


58.3 


20,7 




Knowledgeable Adults 




39.2 


12.8 





Table IV ah 've indicates thati 

1, most students are not reluctant to travel, 

2, adult informants seem to perceive more reluctance 
to travel than do the students * 

Perhaps more credence should be attached to the students* 
perceptions since they are first-hand inforoaJits, Ihe adults 
can only make educated assumptions about student reluctance 
to travel. 



TABLE V 

PERGMTAGE OP REPONSES TO QUEnW 13, GROUPS 1 AND 2i 
WOUM YOU RATHER TAKE ms VOCATIONAL CI^S 
AT YOUR mm SCHOOL IF YOU E/tf A OTOIOE! 



RKPONDENIB 


% YES 


% NO 


% UNDECIDm 


% UNAWARE OF 

OFFERINGS 


Traveling Students 
Non-Traveling Students 


30.6 
36.1 


53.6 
19.5 


15.9 
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Table V above indicates thai only a minority of students would 
rather take the class at their home school if they had a choice. 
This data set indiGates that most students are willing to travel- 



Table VI below indicates that most adults (79 1^) believe 
that students are more likely to travel to a vocational 
training center other than a neighboring high school* 

TABLE VI 

PEHCMTAGE OF RESPONSE TO QU^TION #11, GROUP 3s 
ARE STUDENTB MORE WILUNG TO TRAVEL TO A 
VOCAnONAL SKILL GMTER, COMMUNITY COLMGE, 
OR TRADE SfflOOL THAN TO ANOTOER HIGH SCHOOL? 



REPONDENIB 


KTREKELY 
LIKELY 


SOMWHAT 
LIKELY 


UtrDECIDED 


NOT VERY 
LIKMiY 


NOT AT Ali 
LIKELY 


Knowledgeable 
Adults 




Z9.S% 


B.0% 


.8^ 





Both groups of students seemed to agree Kith the adult contention 
that more students are reluctant to travel to neighboring high 
schools than to other types of vocational training institutions i 
See Table VII below. 

TABLE VII 

PERCPITAGE OF RiKPONSES TO QUffiTION #12, GROUPS 1 AND 2i 
WOULD YOU RATHER TOAVEL TO A SKILL GMTM, 
COMMUNITY COLMGE OR A TBUm SCHOOL MM TO 
ANOTOER HIGH SOTOOL FOR VOCATIONAL FINING? 



RESPONDMTS 


% YEB 


fo NO 


% UNDECIDED 


% NO RESPONSE 


Traveling 
Students 


69.8 


13.1 


15.9 


1.2 


Non-Tiraveling 
Students 


53.3 


18.3 


28.4 
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Factors That Influence Travel Decisions » 



Distance I Tables VIII, IX, and X below sununarize the 
data collected to assesB the influence that 
distance has on student willingness to travel, 



TABLE VIII 

PERCMTAGE OF RKPONSES TO QUKTION #3, GROUPS 1 AND 2 1 
HOW FAR MUST YOU HAVm TO TAKE A VOCATIONAL CLASS 
AWAY FROM YOUR HOPffiSfflOOL? 



RKPONBENIB 


% I^S THAN 

ONE m.m 


^ 1 TO 
5 MILK 


JS 6 TO 

10 mim 


% MORE mm 
10 m.im 


% NO 
REBPONSl 


Itaveling 
Students 


7.1 


26.6 


28.6 


37.7 




Non-Traveling 
Students 




23.7 


23.1 


42.0 


7.1 



Table VIII above indicates that distance between the home school 
and the receiving (host) school was approximately the same for 
both groups of students. Ihe implication of this Table (VIIl) 
seems to be that distance neither encourages .nor discourages 
travel. 



TABU) IX 

pmCMTASE OF RESPONSEB TO QUETION #11, GROUPS 1 AND 2s 
WAS Tm DISTANOE AN II^ORTaNT GONSIDmATION IN YOUR 
DEaiSION TO TRAVEL OR NOT TO TTtAVEL? 



RESIJQNDEN'IS 


% EXTRHCELY 
IMPORTANT 


% SOmWHAT 
IMPORTANT 


% NOT 
SURE 


% NOT TOO 
ITffORTMT 


% NOT AT ALL 
IlffORTANT 


Traveling 
Students 


8.3 


25.4 


7.5 


35.7 


23.0 


Non-Traveling 
Students 


9.5 


16.0 


25. ii- 


2^4.. 9 


23.2 



Table IX above indicates that; 

1, distance was an Important factor for only 25 • 5^ of 
the non- traveling students. Ihis suggests that most 
of the non^traveling students decided not to travel 
for reasons other than distance. 
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2. most traveling students (58,?^) felt that distance 
was not an Important consldeimtion in their decisions 
to travel, 

3, ,Bven though most students do not regard distance as 
an important influancijig factors it Is an important 
factor for some students (33 of traveling students 
and 25.5^ of the non-traveling students). 



TABLE X 

PERCENTAGE OP RlffiPONSK TO QUETrON #3, GROUP 31 
DOES DISTANCE NTCATIVELY APTIGT 
A STIJD©JT*S WILLINGNES TO raAVEL? 



RESPONDMT 




fo NO 


% UNDEGIDm 


% NO REPOTS! 


Knowled.gea'ble 
Adults 


5^.8 


32.5 


11.1 


1.6 



Table X above Indicates that most adults believe that distance 
negatively affects student vflllingness to travel. The adult 
opirions appear to be in conflict with student opinions as 
presented in Tables VIII and IX above. Perhaps more Gredence 
should be attached to the student opinians since the adults 
can only guess whether or not distance is relevant to the 
students • 



Occupational Goalsi Tables XI, XII, XIII and XIV 

below summrize the data colleeted 
to assess the influence that 
oGcupatlonal goals has on student 
willlnpiess to travel « 



TABLE XI 

PERCin^TAGE OF RESPONSE TO QUESTION #2, GROUP 3s 
ARE STUDMTS WHO HAVE WELL DEraNm OCCUPAnONAL GOAIS 
MORE LIKELY TO mVEL? 



RHSPONDEN'IB 


% xm 


% NO 


fo UNDECIDED 


Knowledgeable Adults 


85.6 


5.6 


8.8 



Table XI abovo Indicates that a large imjority of the adults 
agreed that students who possess well defined occupational 
goals are more likely to travel, 

- 25 - 



Tables XII and XIII below summarize the data collected to 
determine if traveling students possessed well defined goals 
"-to-a- greater extent- than did the non«tmveling students . 



TABm XII 

PEEGMTAGE OF RESPONSES TO QUEHOT #2, GROUPS 1 AND 2 s 
DO YOU KNOW WHAT KIND OF JOB YOU WANT 
TO GET TO EARN YOUR FUTORE UVING? 



RKPONDENIS 


% rm 


% NO 


fo NO RIBPONSB 


Traveling Students 
Non-Traveling Students 


76,2 
62.1 


23.0 
37.9 


.8 



Table XII above indicates that both groups of students have 
approximately the same knowledge of how they want to earn 
their livlngt 



TABLE XIII 

PERCENTAGE OF ^PONSES TO QUHSllON #1, GROUPS 1 MD 2i 
DO YOU PLM TO GO TO OOLLTOE? 



REPONDMIS 


% YES 


% NO 


% UNDECIDm 


Traveling Students 
Non- Traveling Students 


47.^ 
47.3 


26.7 
27.2 


25.9 
25.4 



Table XIII above indicates that approximately the same percentage 
of traveling and non-traveling students Intend to go to college, 

I^e data presented in Tables XII and XIII above demonstrate 
that traveling students do not possess well defined goals to 
a greater extent than do non-traveling students 1 therefore ^ 
the majority adult opinion summarised in Table XI (students 
>rtio have well defined occupational goals are more likely to 
tmvel) is not substantiated by the data. 
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'Hie data summarised in TablB XIV' below Indicates that a large 
majority of traveling students (71,8^) could relate their 
qccupational goals to the courses being offers away from 
Their home schools. Conversely, only 32.5?^ of the non-traveling 
students could relate their future goals to the vocational 
courses being offered. 



= TABLE XIV 

PERGES^TAGE OF RKPONSE TO QUESTION #8, GROUPS 1 AND 2i 
ARE THE VOCAnONAL GOTRSE OFPTERED AWAY 
FROM YOJR HOKE SfflOOL REMTH3 TO YOUR 
FUmRE MPLOYMENT Pl^S? 



RKPONDMIB 


% 


% NO 


^ NO PLANS 


^ NOT AWARE OP 
OPFIHINGS 


Traveling 
Students 


71.8 


13.5 


14.7 




Non-Traveling 
Students 


32.5 


26.7 


15.4 


25.4 



To summarize the implications of the findings presented in 
Tables XI, XII, XIII, and XIV above, the data suggests that 
the influencing factor related to student held goals Is not 
which student group possesses the most well defined goals, 
but rather if the students can relate their occupational 
goals to the vocational courses being offer^ away from thalr 
home schools. ' 



Student Interest in Offerings i 



Ikble XV below summarises 

the data collected relative 

to student interest Influences, 



All three groups were asked (Q #15i groups 2| A #16, group 1| 
Q #12, group 3; to identify all factors that influence 
students V decisions to travel i 
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TABLE XV 



PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSE TO QUffiTIONS #12, 15, l6, 

— - — GROUPS - 3 ,- 2 ,1-, R^PECTI VELYi IDElNnPY ALL PAOTOffi 

THAT MCCURAGl/DISGaJRAGE SlUDENIB' DECISIONS TO TBAVEL 



RESPONDMK 




OPTim - IHM 


Kn o h1 ed geabl e 
AduXta 


80 .8 


the course content corTelates with their 
Interest and abilities * r 


Itaveling 
Students 


79.0 


I was very interested in the course 
being offered. 


Non-TtaLvellng 
Students 


*26,6 


I was discouraged because I was not 
interests in any of the vocational 
courses offered 



*Second most frequently cited response 



l^ble XV abova dc j-uments the importance of interest as a 
factor infli^j^'icing student wlllin^ess to travel. 



f!tud©nt Amranessi Ikble XVI below suminarlzes the data 

collects to assess how well informed 
the students were of the vocational 
courses being offered. 



Tmm XVI 

PERCMTAGE OF .fff^^PONSEB TO Qy^TXCM #9, GROUPS 1 ANB 25 
HOW MILL DID YOUR HOlffi SCHOOL INFORM YOU OF IHE VOCATIONAL 
COUMte THAT Pm OFFWmn AWAY FROM YOUR mm SCHOOL? 



RBPOTDMTS 


% ECraimELY 
^ffljL 


% PRETTY 
WELL 


% UKDBCIDm 


% NOT TOO 


% NOT AT 
ALL WILL 


Traveling 
Students 


13.1 


38.5 


7.5 


27.8 


13.1 


Non-itaveling 
Stude^ .s : 


■ k.7 




13.0 


25. 


16.6 
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Tabic XVI ahovr; indicator itiat less than half of both groups 
believed that their home schools adequately informed them of 
the vocational Goui"ses that were offered amy from their home 
schools i= — AlsOi lack of awareness about course offereings was 
the most frequently identified discouraging factor by the 
non-traveling students. See question #l6, group 1, Appendix B, 



Encouragement (Recruitment)'i Table XVII below summarises 

the data collected to find out 
who encouraged the students to 
travel M 

TABLE XVII 

pmCENTAGE OF REPONSK TO QUETION #5, GROUPS 1 AND 2s 
WHO MCOURAGED YOU TO TRAVEL? 
(INFORMANTS WERE INSTRUCraD TO^ IDINTIFY 
MORE THAN ONE RKPONSE IF APPLIGABLE,) 



RESP0NDEN1B 


fo SCHOOL 
COUNSEELOR 


fo omm 

STAFF 


% PARMIB 


% FRimW OR 
CLASSMAl© 


% NO 

ONI 


Traveling 
Students 


23.0 


11.5 


23.0 


25.8 


47.6 


Non-Traveling 
Students 


7.7 


10.7 


17.2 


16.6 


61.5 



Table XVII above Indicates thats 

1 * most non-traveling students were not actively encouraged 
to travel. 

2. similarlyp ^7*6^ of the traveling student group indicated 
they were not encouraged to travels 

3i a minority of both grpups were encouraged to travel 
by the efforts of the school personnel. 



Career Gounselingi Tables XVIII and XIX below summarize the 

data collected to document the Importance 
(as perceived by the adult informants) of 
career counseling as an Influencing 
factor in student deGisions to travel. 



TABLE XVIII 



pmcaiTAGE OF RESPONSE TO qUKTION #?, GROUP 3i 
HOW IJffORTANT IS CAR^ COINSELING IN INmJENCING 





A STODMT'S 


DECISION TO 


TRAVEL? 






RESPONDENTS 


fo m'mmsui 

IhPORTANT 


% SOMWHAT 
IfffORTANT 


% UNDECIDED 


% NOT WRY 
IlffORTANT 


% NOT AT ALL 
IfffOTTANT 


Knowledgeable 
Adults 


i44.0 


38.4 


13.6 


2.4 


1.6 



TABLE XIX 

PERC©ITAGE OF REPONSE TO QUKTION #8, GROUP 3i 
HOW LIKELY IS IT THAT IF MORE AND BETTIE CAREM COUNSELDIG 
WERE AVAILABLE TO YOUR STUDENTS, TKTOr WOUUI TRAVEL? 



RISPONDENIB 


% BCTKEimLY 
LIKELY 


% SOMEWHAT 
LIKELY 


% UNDECIDm 


% NOT war 1 % NOT AT ALL 
IJKF;.V \ UKILY 


Knowledgeable 
Adults 


28.0 


46.4 


13.6 


9.6 j 2.4 



Peer Pressure i 



Table XX below summarizes the data collaot^ 
relative to peer pressure influences from 
Question #13 i group 1 and Question #16 , 
groups 1 and 2 , All three groups were 
asked to identify all factors that discourage 
students from traveling. 



TABI^ XX 

PERCENTAGE OF REPONSK TO QUffinON #13, GBOTP 1 AOT 
QUKTIOT #16, GRaJPS 1 AND 2i 
IDMTIFY ALL FACTORS THAT DISCOURAGE STODMra raOM TOAVELING, 



RKPONDMIB 


fo 


opnoN iTm 


Kn o wl ed geabl e 
Adults 




students • 


unwlllin^ess to 


leave peers 


Traveling 
Students 


1U.7 


I did not 


want to leave my 


friends , 


Non- Traveling 
Students 


21.3 


I did not 


want to leave my 


friends , 
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T^ble XX above indicates that a majority of adult Infonnants 
and a minority of student infooiants believe that peer pressure 
is an important discouraging factor. 



Skill Centers The adult informnts were ask^ to identify 
at least three key ingredients for making 
a skill center succeed « As summarlEed In 
Ikble XXI below I their responses were 
catergorized and mnked in order of the 
frequency of citation, 

TABIM XXI 

A RANKm SUMMARY OF THE FREQUMCY OF RKPONSK ^ 
(BCPRESID AS PERCMTAGES). TO OTE GAITCORIE DERIVED 
FROM OPM-MDED QUEnON GROJE 31 

LIST AT LEAST 3 KEY INGREDIMIB FOR MAKING A SKILL aMTER A SUCt^S , 



RANK 




% OF 


1 


Student Interest, Raputatlon, Dumping Ground, 
lype of CurTlculum, Quality of Instructors 


83.2 


2 


Commitment, Dollars, Facilities and Equipment 


36.8 


3 


Public Relations, Student Avrareness, 
Counseling, Communication 


26.4 


k 


Scheduling and Availability of Transportation 


24.0 


*5 


Job Placement Opportunities 


*23.2 


*6 


Distance Travel, Location 


*23.2 


7 


Separate Identity 


6.4 



*Tle 
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TABLE XXII 



PLOTTAGE OF REPONSK TO QUm-nON #15, GROUP J (ADULtS)! 
IS IT REASONABLE TO ASSUME TM SlUDmilB FROM CUT-LYING 
ARIAS WOUUD TRAVMi TO A VOCATIONAL SKILL CMTiR 
IN SUmCIENT NUHBE^ TO JUSTIFY BUIIDING A 

cmTRAmzm faotuty? 





YES 


% NO 


% NO REPONSl 


Knowl^geatle 
Adults 


66.4 


7.2 


26.4 



Table XXII above Indicates that most adult infoimants believed 
that the Gonstructlon of a centrall^^ facility could be Justified 
for students from out- lying districts* 
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GONCUJSIONS AND RECOrMroDAnONS 



Con elusions 

Prom the totality of data collects In this study, the 
Investigator provided documentation thati 

1. most students were willing to travel amy from their 
home schools for vocational trminlng, but few actually 
traveled , 

2* both encouraging and discouraging factoiB exist that 
influence a student's decision to travel or not to 
travel for vocational training i 

3f the most important discouraging factor was the lack 
of knowledge and awareness of the courses that are 
offered away from the home school. 

km more students would have traveled If they could have 
relate their future bccupatlonar goals to voca^tlonal 
courses offered away from their home schools, 

5. career counseling and recruitment efforts are 
Important encouraging factors in Influencing student 
decisions to travel, 

6. students would prefer traveling to a vocational 
training institution other than a neighboring 
high school i 

7. the keys to successful skill center operations 
include (not ranked in order of importance)! 

A, maintaining a good program reputation # 
This Includes high quality Instructors, 
high program standai^s, aji action-oriented 
cuiTloulum, good placement opportunities 
(either on the job or to adveinced training 
programs) I and the recruitment of only those 
students who can profit from the training. 

B , establishing a sood communication network , = 
Tills will insure student avra.reness, spark 
student Interest I and satisfy community and 
industiy expectations, 

C, insuring the strong cpjnuiitment of the 
participating districts . Commitment is 
manifest^ by cooperative efforts to solve 
problems, actively encourage student parti-- 
cipatlonp and. allocate sufficient resources. 
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D, ohoosinff a good location . The center should 
.. be locate near the population center to insure 
suffiolent numbers of traveling students. 



Recommendations 

data collected in this study suggest thats 

1 . the currlcular offerings should be "tosed on an 
assessinent of the Qccupatlonal goals held by the 
students , If the student-held goals are not in 
accord with the vocational CQUrse offerings, then 
either the course offerings must be modified to agree 
with students* goals or Intervention techniques 
should be employed that Kill modify the studmta' 
goals to become more realistic or in greater harmony 
with labor market demands, 

2t if school officials take steps to reinforoe encduraging 
factors and reduce discouraging factors p more students 
will travel away from their home schools for vocational 
training i Further study needs to be conducted to 
validate this contention, AlsOi empirical evldOTCe 
needs to be generate that reveals which Intervention 
technique most successfully reinforces the encouraging 
factors and reduces the 'discouraging factors. This 
could be accomplished by identifying several 
appropriate intervention techniques, implementing 
each teohnique >rtthin separate experimental groups, 
measuring the results of each a^inst control ^t?up 
data, and evaluating the relative merits of each 
technique . 
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^PENDIX A 




Danitl J. ivsns 
Qovernor 



Washington State 
Comrnission for Vocational Education 



April 2, 1976 



Dear Vocational Educatori 

Ihe- Research Coordinating Unit of the Washington State Conunlselon 
for Vocational Education In cooperation Vflth the Office of the 
Superintendent of Public Inetructlon ajid the Mossyroek Sohool 
District is conducting a study to Identify those factors or 
conditions that Influence a. student's >rt.lilngniess to travel 
away from his/her home school to take vocational course ©fferlnge 
at a neighboring school, Ihe results of this study trtll be used 
to help yo(mtional edU(mtore make planning decisions residing 
skili centers and other Interdlstrlct cooperative vsitures, 

Qiclosed are questionnaires desired to complete the study. Your 
cooperation In completing the questionnaires wiU be greatly 
appreciate. All responses ^11 be handled confident lally. 

We hope you will return the questionnaire prompt]^ * The results 
of the study will be avmllable throu^ your VoCT^tlonal MuM^tlon 
- Director about June 30, 1976i 

Yours sincerely j 



Larry E. Ikdlock 

Project Director Phone 1 335-7310 
Cleveland Hall I78 
Washington State University 
Pullman t Washington 99163 

l£T/dt 



,^n?r> J"^'Mti 17 - Alrdustrlal Park 



Olympla, Washington 98S04 
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(206) 753-5662 



APPENDIX B 



mSULTS EXPRKSIDD AS A pmCMT OF RISPONDMIB 
N ^ 169 GROUP #1 

QUBSTIONNAIHE FOR VOCATIONAL &TUDSMTS mO DO NOT TRAVEL 

TO THE STUDENT : The results of this study will help vocational edueators make planning 
deeisloni regarding skill centers and other cooperative vocational 
programs. Your honest ans>*ers are crucial to the study, WE NEED YOUR HILP! 

INSTRUCTIONS . Please ansv^^r each question by circling the appropriate nurter or numbers 
as indicated* When the word "travel" appears in the questlort, please 
note that it refers to traveling a^^y f rOiii your home sehool to take 
vocational courses offered at a nelgnboring school* Your answers will 
be treated confidentially, and at no time will your name be linked to 
your responses to the questions. All your answers are very Important to 
us. There are no right or wrong answers to these questions. 



NAME OF HOME SCHOOL: 



0-1 Do you plan to go to college? (Circle the number that applies,) 

1. YES i)-?- 3 

2. NO 27,2 

3. UNDECIDED ?5«^ 

Do you know what kind of Job you want to get to earn your future living? 

1. YES 62 pi 

2. NO 37 i9 

Q-3 If you had chosen to enroll In a vocational cwrse away from your hon^ school, how far 
would you have had to travel? 

1. LESS THAN ONE MILE ^,1 

2. ONE TO FIVE MILES 23*7 

3. SIX TO TEN MILES 23.1 

4. MORE imn TEN MILES ^giO 

Q-4 Have jrour friends ever tfifeouraged you ft^ eiiporilng In a vocitlonal course aMay fr«n 
your home school? 

1. YES 10,1 

z. NO 89.3 
Missing ifi 

q^S Even though you decided not to travel 1 did anyone encoyrage you to go to the other 
school? (Circle all numbers that apply.) 



1 . 


VOCATIONAL DIRECTOR, TEACHER, OR PRINCIPAL 


10,7 


2. 


PARENTS 


17.2 


3. 


SCHOOL COUNSELOR 


7.7 


4. 


FRIENDS OR CLASSMATES 


16.6 


5. 


NO ONE 


61,5 


6. 


OTHER (please specify)} 





(Go to page 2.) 
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Q»6 U thepe a riluctance on the piPtx^ students to traval to another school to take 
vocational courses? 

I 1. YES 23*1 

i, NO 52.7 

3. UNDECIDED 21 .S^ 

Missing 

^If you answered yes, please explain why students are reluctant to travel: 



0-7 Please circle the number that best describes your parents* feelings towards your 
travel ing. 

1. MY PARENTS STRONGLY APPROVE 8,0 

2. MY PARENTS APPROVE 56.2 

3. MY PARENTS ARE UNDECIDED. 2^* 9 

4. MY PARENTS DISAPPROVE. 5i3 
S= MY PARENTS STRONGLY DISAPPROVE. ,6 

Q-8 Are any of the vocationyi^ftuPfis offered away^fi^ your home school relited to 
your future employment plans? 

1 . YES 32 . 5 

1. NO 26.7 

3. I HAVE NO FUTURE EMPLOYMENT PLANS AT THIS POINT IN TIME. 15,^ 

4. I DON'T KNOW WHAT COURSES ARE OFFEREO AT OTHER SCHOOLS. 25*^ 

Q-9 How well did your home school inform you of the vseational coursei that are 
offered away from your home school? 



1 . 


EXTREMELY WELL 


^.7 


€ . 


PRETTY WELL 




3, 


UNDECIDED 


13,0 


4. 


NOT TOO WELL 


25.^ 


S. 


NOT AT ALL WILL 


16.6 



Q-lO How difficult would traveling make it for you to get the classes you want or need 
for graduation? 



1 , 


EXTRIHELY DIFFICULT 


5.9 


2. 


SOMEWHAT DIFFICULT 


7-7 


3. 


NOT SURE 


50.3 


4. 


NOT VERY DIFFICULT 


23.7 


5.. 


NOT AT ALL DIFFICULT 


12.4 



^Go to page 3, ) 
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Q-^n Was tht 01 STANCE you would hive had to travel (to take the vpcational 
course) an Important consideratien In your decision not to travel? 



1, 


EXTREMELY IMPORTANT 


9.5 




SOMEWHAT IMPORTANT 


16.0 




NO^, SURE 


25. 


4, 


NOT TOO IMPORTANT 


24.9 


5, 


NOT AT ALL IMPORTANT 


23.2 



0-12 Would you rather travel to a vocational skill center, a coinnunity conege 
or a trade school than to another high school to take advantage of 
vocational courses not offired in your home school? 

1. YES 58,3 

2. NO 18, 3 

3. NOT SUK! ZBJ^ 

0-13 Is there a vocational course being offered at another school that you 
would take if it were offered in your home school? 

.U YES 36,1 

2. NO 19.5 

3. I AM NOT AWARE OF WHAT VOCATIONAL COURSES ARE AVAILABLE 
TO ME AT OTHER SCHOOLS, 

Q-I4 Does your home school offer as wide a choice of vocational courses as 
you need or desire? 

1, YES W.O 

2. m 55.6 
Missing 2>U 

(M^ Would you be willing to travel away from your honw school IF the other 
school offered a class that you were interested in or really needed? 

K YES 72.2 

2 . NO 6.5 

3. NOT SUNE 19.5 

Missing 1,8 



(Go to page 4, ) 
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Whit mre the factors that DISCWJRAGED you ffcsfn tfavilinf awiy trm yeur 
home school to take vocational courses? (clrcli all numbers that apply) 

1. I DID NOT WANT TO LEAVE MY FRIINDS. 21 -3 

I DID NOT WANT TO SPEND TIME OR MONEY RTOIHG A BUS OR CAR 
TO THE OTHER SCHOOL. 23.1 

3. I HAD FEELINGS OF FEAR AND ANXIETY. H -2 

' 4. I DID NOT WANT TO ATTEND A RIVAL SCHOOL. 7.1 

E. 1 COULD NOT PARTICIPATE IN SPORTS AND/OR EXTW 
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES. lO-.Z 

6. I FELT THAT TOO MUCH TIME AND DIFFICULTY WAS INVOLVED 
IN TWVELING, 23.1 

7. I DID NOT KNOW WHAT VOCATIONAL COURSES WERE OFFERED. 35 • 5 

8. I WAS NOT INTERESTED IN ANY OF THE VOCATIONAL COURSES 
OFFERED, 26,6 

9. THE CLASSES BEING OFFERtD HAD POOR REPUTATIONS. 1*^ 

10. THE JOe-PLACEMENT RECORD WAS PMR. 2,4 

11, OTHER (please specify) 



Thank you fop youp coopepQtiQn in aomplettng thia qu^Btionnairs, 
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APPEMIX C 



RKULTS EXPREBSm AS A PERCEjgT OF RKPONDENiB 
N - 26^ GROUP #2 

QVSSTlONNAim: FOR VOCATIONAL STUmNTB WO TRAVEL 

TO THE STUDENT I The results of this study will help vocational educators make planning 

decisions fegarding skill centers and other cooparative vocational programs. 
Your honest answers are crucial to the study. WE NEED YOUR HILPI 

INSTRUCTIONS: Pleaii answer each question by circling the appropriata number or numbers as 
Indicated. When the word "travel" appears in the question, plaaie note that 
it refers to nraveling away from your home school to take vocational courses 
"offered at your neighboring schooK" Your answers will ba treated confi- 
dentiallyj and at no time will your mm ba linked to your responses to tha 
questions* A]l ^^u^ answers are very Important to us/ Thara ara no right 
or wrong answers to these quiitlons, 

NAME OF HOME SCHOOL : 



0-1 Do you plan to go to college? (Circle the nimiber that applies.) 

K YES 47, U 

2. NO 26.7 

3. UNDECIDED 25.9 

Q-2 Do you know what kind of Job you want to gat to earn your future living? 

1. YES 76,2 

2. NO 23,0 

Missing iS 

Q-3 yhat distance do you traval away from your home school to taka vocational courses not 
offered at your home school? 

1. LESS THAN ONE MILE 7il 

2. ONE TO FIVE MILES 26,6 

3. SIX TO TEN MILES 28.6 

4. MORE THAN TEN MILES 37,7 

Q*4 Have your friends ever diicouraged you from enrolling In a vocational course away from 
your home school ? 

1, YES 10.7 

2. NO 88,9 

0-b Who encouraged you to go to tha other school? (Circla all numbers that apply.) 

1. VOCATIONAL DIRECTOR, TEACHER, OR PRINCIPAL 11.5 

, 2. PARENTS 23 sO 

3. SCHOOL COUNSELOR 23.0 

4. FRIENDS OR CLASSMATES 25,8 

5, NO ONE 47.6 

6, OTHER (please specify) : 



(Go to page 2. ) 
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Q-6 is there i reluctance on the part of students to travel to another school to take 
vocational courses? 

^ 1, YES , 21,0 

2. NO 58. 3 

3, UNDECIDEO 20,7 

fif you answered yes, please explain why students are reluctant to travel: 



Q-7 Please circle the number that best describes your parents' feelings towards your traveling 
to another school to take vocational courses, 



1 . 


MY 


PARENTS 


STRONGLY APPROVE 33,3 


2. 


MY 


PARENTS 


APPROVE 57 , 5 


3. 


MY 


PARENTS 


ARE UNDECIDED 6.0 


4, 


MY 


PARENTS 


DISAPPROVE 3iZ 


5, 


MY 


PARENTS 


STRONGLY DISAPPROVE 



Q-8 Is the vocational course you are now taking away from your home school related to your 
future empioynient plans? 

K YES 71,8 

2. NO 13.5 

3. I HAVE NO FUTURE EMPLOYMENT PLANS AT THIS POINT IN TIME m.^^ 

Q-9 How well did your home school Inform you of the vocational courses that are offered away 
from your home school? 

1 , EXTREMELY WELL 1 j. I 

PRETTY WELL 3^^ * 5 

3. UNOECIDED 7,5 

4. NOT TOO WELL 27 . R 

5. NOT AT ALL WELL 13.1 

0«10 Because of your travel, how difficult has It been for you to get the classis you want or 
need for graduation? 



K 


EXTREMELY DIFFICULT 


13.2 


2. 


SOMEWHAT DIFFICULT 


IB. 3 


3. 


UNOECIDED 


rt.3 


4. 


NOT VERY DIFFICULT 


31.7 


5. 


NOT AT ALL DIFFICULT 


39.7 




MisBlng 


.8 



(Go to page 3,) 
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Was the distance you had to travel tu take the vocational course an important 
consideration to you? 



1 . 


EXTRrMELY IMPORTANT 




2. 


S0HLWHA7 IMPORTANT 




3. 


UNDECIDED 


7.5 


4. 


NOT TOO IMPORTANT 


35.7 


S. 


NOT AT ALL IMPORTANT 


23i0 



0*12 Would you rather travel to a vocational skill center i a conmunlty college or a trade 
school than to another high school to take idvantage of vocitlonal courses not offered 
in your home school? 

1. YES 69.8 

1 . NO 1 3 • 1 

3. UNDECIDED 15i9 

Missing 1 ,2 

0*13 If you had a choice* would you rather take your vocational class at your home 
school ? 

K YES 30.6 

2. NO 53.6 

3. UNDECIDED 15-9 

0-14 How did you find out about the existence of the course you are traveling to take? 
(Circle all the numbers that apply.) 

h REGISTRATION MATERIALS OFFERED BY THE SQHOOL 
OFFICE AT THE TIME OF REGISTRATION 33*3 

2. THE SCHOOL COUNSELOR 

3. A TEACHER, PRINCIPAL, OR VOCATIONAL DIRECTOR 19*^ 

4. THE NEWS MEDIA (newspaperT radio ) S 

A FELLOW CLASSMATE WHO HAS TAKEN ■THE CLASS 39-7 

6, A FELLOW CLASSMATE WHO HAS NOT TAKEN THE CLASS 10,7 

7, I DO NOT REMEMiER 3,2 
R. OTHER (please specify) : 



(Go to page 4.) 



Q-15 What aru thf* redsons yuu trdvul dway fruni your home school to tako a yocational 
course? (Circle all numbers that apply.) 

1. I WANTED TO ATTEND A MCNE PRESTIGIOUS SCHOOL 7.9 

2. I WAS UNHAPPY AT HY HOME SCHOOL 13.9 

3. THE COURSE HAD A GOOD REPUTATION 26.9 

4. I WAS VERY INTERESTED IN THE COURSE BEING OFFERED 79.0 

5. MOST KIDS WHO TOOK THE COURSE GOT JOBS l6i7 

6. AN ADULT WHOM I RESPECT URGED ME TO TAKE THE COURSE 1^.7 

7. A FRIEND OR CLASSMATE URGED ME TO TAKE THE COURSE 15.5 

8. OTHER (please specify): 



Q-16 Even though you are now taking a vocational course away from your home school* did 
any of the following factors tend tg discourage you from traveling? If so, please 
circle all that apply, 

K I DID NOT WANT TO LEAVE MY rRlENDS 1^.7 

2. I DID NOT WANT TO SPEND TIME OR MONEY RlpING ^ BUS OR CAR TO 
THE OTHER SCHOOL 

3. I HAD FEELINGS OF FEAR AND ANXIETY 5.6 

4. I DID NOT WANT TO ATTEND A RIVAL SCHOOL 

5. 1 COULD NOT PARTICIPATE IN SPORTS AND/OR EXTRA-CURRICULAR 
ACTIVITIES 10.7 

6. 1 FELT THAT TOO MUCH TIME AND DIFFICULTY WAS INVOLVED 
IN TRAVELING- 16|3 

7. OTHER (please specify): 



APPMDIX D 



RESULTS EffRESm AS A FWROmT OF R]EPOTDENra 
N - 126 GHOro #3 

qUESTWNMim FOR VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AmiNISTBATOnB^ COUNSELORS^ AND TEACNEES 



INSTRUCT IONS I Please answer each queition by circling the apprjQprlate numbef or numbers 
as indicated. When the word "travel" appeari In the queitlsn, pleaie 
note that it refers to traveling away from the hof^ school to tike 
vocational courses offered at a neighboring school. Your ans^rs will 
be treated confidential 1y, and at no time will your name be linked to 
your responses to the quest Ions. All your answers are very Impgrtant 
to us. There are n'^ right or wrong answers to these qyestlons^ 

NAME OF HOME SCHOOL: 



Q-1 What Is your job? (Circle the number that applies.) 

1. VOCATIONAL TIACHER 

2. SCHOOL COUNSELOR 

3. VOCATIONAL DIRECTOR 

4. OTHER (please specify) i_ 



Q-2 Are students who have well^deflntd occt/patlonal goals iMr^ likely to travel? 
K YES 85,6 

2. NO 5.6 ' - 

3. UNOECIOED 8.8 

0^3 Does diitance negatively affect a student 'i willingness to travel? 

1. YES 54,8 

2. NO 3Z.5 

3. UNDECIDED 11 .1 



Missing 1.6 
ed yes, pTi 



*If you inswered yes, pTease eMplaln^ 



Q-4 How much does peer pressure Influence a student's willingness to tfavel? 



1. 


VERY MUCH 


25,6 


2. 


SOMEWHAT 


40.0 


3. 


UNDECIDED 


12.8 


4. 


NOT VERY MUCH 


15i2 


5. 


NOT AT ALL 

Mleelng 


3.2 
3.2 
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Q»5 To what extent are students 1n your school encouraged by school personnel to travi 
to other schools in order to take vocational courses not offered In their home 
school? 

1, STRONGLY ENCOURAGED 12 tS 

I. ENCOURAGED ^7 , 2 

3, NEITHER ENCOURAGED NOR DISCOURAGED 33,6 

4, DISCOURAGED 

5, STRONGLY DISCOURAGED |J,2 
Q-6 Are students reluctant to travel? 

f--— 1. YES ^i^B.O 
NO 39.2 

3. UNDECIDED 12,8 
^If you answered yes* please explain why students are reluctant to travel 



Q-7 How important is career couseling in influencing a student's decision to travel? 
L EXTREMELY IMPORTANT MkO 

2. SOMEWHAT IMPORTANT 38,4 

3. UNDECIDED 13*6 

4. NOT VERY IMPORTANT 2.4 

5. NOT AT ALL IMPORTANT 1 i6 

0-8 How likely is it that, if more and better career couseling were available to your 
Students, they would travel? 





EXTREMELY LIKELY 


z8,a 


7. 


SOMEWHAT LIJCELY 




3. 


UNDECIDED 


1 3.^* 


4, 


NOT VERY LifCELY 






NOT AT ALL LIKELY 





To what extent are students in your school aware of what vocational courses are 
available to them at other schools? 

1, VIRTUALLY ALL STUDENTS ARE AWARE 12,8 

I. MOST STUDENTS ARE AWARE 37,6 

3, SOME STUDENTS ARE AWARE 38,4 

4. FEW STUDENTS ARE AWARE 11*2 



(Go to page 3,) 
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0-10 In your opinion, how important are scheduling problems In discouraging students 
from travel ing? a a - _ 

1, EXTREMELY IMPORTANT 48,8 

2, S^EWHAT IMPORTANT 36,8 

3, UNOtClDED 5,6 

4, NOT VERY IMPORTANT 8.8 

5, NOT AT ALL IMPORTANT 0,0 

0«11 In your Qpinion, is It likely that students vwuld be more willing to travel to a 
vocational skill center, a cornnunity college, or trade school than to another high 
school to take advantage of vocational courses not offered in the home sehool? 



1 . 


EXTREMELY LIKELY 


^9.6 


2. 


SOHEWHAT LIKELY 


29.6 


3, 


UNDECIDED 


8.0 


4. 


NOT VERY LIKELY 


.8 


5. 


NOT AT ALL LIKELY 


.8 



Q-\2 Which factors ENCOURAGE a student to travel? (Circle all numbers that apply.) 

1, GOOD REPUTATION OF THE CLASS, SCHOOL 

AND/OR CURRICULUM . 84.8 

2. GOOD RECORD OF JOB PLACEMENT 57.6 

3. COURSE CONTENT SEEMS TO CORRELATE WITH 
STUDENT'S INTEREST AND ABILITIES 80,8 

4. ADULT ENCOURAGEMENT (either parents or 

school personnel) 38,4 

5, PEER ENCOURAGEMENT 48.8 

6, DISSATrSFACTION/POOR RELATIONSHIP WITH 

HOME SCHOOL 24,8 

7, PRESTIGE/STATUS OF HOST SCHOOL 22.4 

8. OTHER (please specify) : 



(Go to page 4, } 



Q-13 Which factors DISCOURAGE Students from traveling? (Circle all numbers that apply.) 



1, POOR REPUTATION OF THE VOCATIONAL CLASS BUNG OFFERED 52.0 

1. STUDENTS* UNWILLINGNESS TO LEAVE PEERS 64,8 

3. LACK OF INFORMATION ABOUT COURSE OFFERINGS 63.2 

4. DISTANCE 52.8 

5. FEAR OF THE UNKNOWN 50.4 

6. FEELINGS OF RIVALRY WITH THE HOST SCHOOL 31*2 

7. SCHEDULING PROBLEMS 78.4 
a. JOB PLACEMENT RECORD OF CLASS 18.4 
9. 100 MUCH TIME AND EFFORT INVOLVED IN TRAVELING 51.2 

10. PREVENTS PARTICIPATION IN EXTRA-CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 41,6 

IK MATURITY LEVEL OF THE STUDENT 40 s D 



12. VOCATIONAL-EDUCATION PROGRAMS DO NOT MEET STUDENT^S NEEDS 28,0 

13. OTHER (please speelfyj: 



0-14 Liitp.i[t least three (31 Irey Ingredients for making a skill centar a success. 

Distance and Location £3.2 

Rr^heHiil j ng^ TS^a n.^pn^t^ + 1 An . P4,n 

Public Relations i Awareness, Couneellng 26,4 

Job Placement Recortl 23.2 
deparate identify ~— _____ 6.4 

Student Interest y Reputation, Type of 



Curriculum, High^Qiality Instructors 83.2 



Q-15 Is it reasonable to asiume that students froni outlying areas will travel to a vecatlonal 
skill eenttr In sufficient nunibers to justify building a centralized facility? 

1. YES 66,4 

2. NO . 7.2 
o, , . Missing 26.4 

Please explain. ^ 



G7 



